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"JESUS OR PAUL." 1 


Synopsis 


Introduction. 
The Nature of the Jesus or Paul Controversy. 
A. To the more orthodox a matter of vital importance. 
B. The object of the Thesis to prove that the 
religion of Paul was founded on the historical 
Jesus. 
I. Examine the causes and reasons for the controversy. 
Largely traceable to 
(1) Ferdinand Christian Baur. (Tubigen School) 
(2) Wilhelm Wrede. 
II. Consider Paul's birth, training and environment. 
Two great forces that influenced Paul's life. 
(1) Hebrew. 
(2) Hellenistic. Which predominated? 
III.The evidence that Paul was in Jerusalem and became 
acquainted with Jesus? and His disciples. 
Iv. The Conversion of St. Paul. The influences that led 
to it. What Paul himself says about it. 
V. St. Paul's Epistles. Which are authentic and can be 
relied upon for accurate information regarding Paul's 


life and teachings. 
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VI. 


VII. 


Synopsis 


Remarks regarding 
A. Did Paul see Christ in flesh? (Gal.I.13) 
B. Underlying references to Our Lord's teachings. 
Birth, Death, Resurrection and the Holy 
Communion. 
Similarity between Paul's teachings and Jesus'. 
A. Kingdom of God. 
B. Fatherhood of God. 
C. Ethical teaching. 
A right interpretation of Paul's Epistles takes us 
"Back to Jesus." 


"Through Jesus Christ Our Lord." The "Christ without 


Jesus" meaningless. 
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" JESUS OR PAUL." 
Introduction. 


It will be well at the outset to state in a word or 
two, the nature of the "Jesus or Paul" controversy. It was 
but a comparatively few years ago that certain New Testament 
critics arose and suggested that the Christian religion 
found its origin not in Jesus Christ, but in Paul. 

The extreme critics claimed that the religion of Jesus 
would have died a natural death, but for the teachings of 
Paul; others suggested that whilst Paul may have been some- 
what influenced by the historical Jesus, the "Christ" which 
he taught was a figure entirely of his own construction and 
imagination, due to his environment md training; whilst 
Others, less extreme perhaps, claimed that Paul "gave a turn” 
to the Christian religion which was entirely contrary to the 
mind and spirit of Jesus. 

The origin and purpose of Christianity, then, came un- 
der very severe criticism, and naturally to the more ortho- 
dox church people, and to many devout believers in Jesus 
Christ, this became a matter of serious concern; and as this 
controversy has by no means died down, it is still of vital 
importance to devout believers in Jesus Christ, and a  sub- 
ject worthy of the deepest consideration. 


"There are many, it is true," as Professor Machen says, 
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“who maintain that Christianity is the same, no matter what 
its origin was, and that therefore, the problem of origin 
should be kept entirely separate from the present interests 
of the Church. Obviously, however, the indifference to the 
question as to what the origin of Christianity was, depends 
upon a particular conception of what Christianity now is;it 
depends upon the conception which makes of Christianity 
Simply a manner of life. That conception is indeed wide - 
spread, but it is by no means universal. There are still 
hosts of earnest Christians who regard Christianity not 
Simply as a manner of life, but a manner of life founded upon 
a message - upon a message with regard to the Founder of the 
Christian movement. For such persons, the question of the 
origin of Christianity is rather,to be called the question 
of the truth of Christianity, and the question is to them the 
most important practical question of their lives." 

The natural line of approach then to a deeper consider- 
ation of this matter is to ask, What was the origin of Paul's 
religion? The Church through all the ages has always ans- 
wered that Paul based his religion entirely on Jesus - the 
Jesus of history. The Church has always accepted the Apostle 
Paul, not at all as a religious philosopher, but simply and 
solely as a witness to Jesus. If he was not a true disciple 
of Jesus, then the authority which he has always possessed, 
and the influence which he has wielded, have been based upon 


1 
J.G.Machen.The Origin of Paul's Religion.P.3. 
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" JESUS OR PAUL." 3 


a misconception. But the same answer was given by Paul him- 
self. Paul regarded himself as a servant of Christ, and 
based his whole life upon what Christ had done, and what 
Christ was continuing to do. "It is no longer I that live," 
he says, "but Christ liveth in me." 

Unquestionably, this Christ upon which Paul based his 
life was identified by Paul with Jesus of Nazareth, a per - 
son who had lived in Palestine a few years before. Paul 
believed, it is true, that a great change had taxen place 
in the mode and manner of Jesus's "existence," brought 
about by the resurrection - a life of humiliation had given 
place to a life of glory. There is not a trace of any dis- 
tinction between Jesus and Christ in the Pauline Epistles, 
as though the former /Jesus) were, the name of the historic 
personage who lived in Galilee, and the latter the name of 
the risen Lord. On the contrary, tne name Jesus is applied 
as freely to the Risen Lord, and the name Lord, the lofti - 
est of all titles, is applied to the Jesus who suffered and 
died. It was the "Lord of Glory" according to Paul, who was 
erucified {First Corinthians I:8). The same phenomenon ap- 
pears in the epistles - the Lord of Glory lived the life of 
a servant on earth, and Jesus, the man, who had recently 
lived in Palestine, was to be worshipped in Heaven and on 
earth (Philippians: II: 10,11). 

Having then briefly intimated at the outset that Paul 


regarded Christ as his Lord and Master, and that he identi- 
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fied "Christ" fully with the Jesus who lived in Palestine, 


it will be necessary to substantiate our claim. 
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"JESUS OR PAUL." 


Our first consideration should be, I think,to examine 
somewhat in detail the causes and reasons for this contro- 
versy. The origin of the Jesus or Paul controversy is 
largely traceable to the teachings of some of the scholars 
of the Ttibingen School, particularly to the writings of 
Ferdinand Christian Baur, and later to the writings of 
Wilhelm Wrede. 

Ferdinand Christian Baur's criticism was centered in 
the problem of the relationship between Paul and the inti- 
mate friends of Jesus. That relationship, Baur declared, 
was fundamentally a veratd saath of conflict. Paul and 
Peter, according to Baur,established "at the best, only an 
agreement to disagree;really they were separated by a deep- 
seated difference of principle. But at i point the 
problem arises." If Paul and Peter were really in dishar- 
mony,how did they ever come to be regarded as if in harmony? 
If there was a deep-seated difference of principle between 
Paul and Peter, how did it come about that the Catholic 
Church was founded not upon Paul taken alone, or upon Peter 
taken alone, but upon Paul and Peter taken together? 

Dr. Headlam says, "The main lines of this theory are 


no longer accepted by any writer, but its influence still 
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lingers, and few writers of a ‘critical school’ are able 
to free themselves from its effects." | 

It is obvious,of course,to any one who reads St.Paul, 
that he was a man of pronounced and decisive individuality; 
that he held his opinions strongly amd definitely; that he 
would not be patient of half measures, or compromises, and 
that there were occasions when he differed from the other 
apostles. A careful study of the documents, however, shows 
that the difference between Paul and Peter were not funda- 
mental,and that on all the main lines of Christian teaching, 
St.Paul and the Primitive Apostles agreed; and that it was 
inconsistency, half-heartedness and timidity that he con- 
demned. Baur's contention can therefore be refuted by an 
exegetive examination of the sources. He established his 
hypothesis of a conflict between Peter and Paul, on the 
basis of the Pauline Epistles.The theory of Baur's stands 
or falls with his interpretation of the Pauline Epistles,es- 
pecially First and Second Corinthians and Galatians. A close 
inspection of the Epistles to the Corinthians, clearly shows 
no grounds for believing in any real conflict between Peter 
and Paul.It is true there is an expression in Galatians II: 
2 - 6 which might at first indicate i111 will between Paul 
and the Jerusalem leaders. In this verse James and Peter 
and John are called "those who seemed," (oL Sokov vres) and 
in the latter verse, the phrase is explained by the fuller 


1 
Headlam.Paul and Christianity .Preface,p.x. 
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designation,- "those who seemed to be something." In Gala- 
tians II:9 the same persons are designated,- "those who 
Seemed to be pillars." In themselves these words are capa- 
ble of an interpretation which might be derogatory to the 
persons so designated. The meaning might conceivably be, 


'"t < - 
tO be 


that the apostles only "seemed," or were thought, 
something," or thought themselves to be something, whereas 
in reality they were nothing. 

But this interpretation is quite impossible, since we 
find in other parts of the Epistles expressions of good 
will between Paul and the Apostles. Paul undoubtedly rec- 
Ognized Peter and John as genuine apostles, and James the 
brother of the Lord, as a man of real authority in the 
church. The most that can be claimed is that the words re- 
‘veal a little irritation on the part of Paul with the Jeru- 
Salem leaders. The presence of indignant feeling in the 
passage must clearly be admitted, but the question is,whether 
the indignation was directed against the Apostles themselves 
or only «ainst the Judaizers who falsely appealed to them. 
The latter view is correct. It must be remembered that what 
Paul in Galatians II:1 - 10 desired most of all to prevent 
was the impression that he was appealing to the Apostles as 
to a higher authority. He was not basing the authority of 
‘his preaching upon any authorization that the Apostles had 
Siven him; he was not saying that he had a right to be heard 


because these, who were the pillars of the Church, endorsed 
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his message. What Paul desired to make clear, above all, 
in Galatians II:1 - 10 was that although he appealed to the 
Jerusalem authorities, it was not necessary for his own 
Bake to appeal to them. They were great, but their great- 
ness had absolutely nothing to do with his authority.It was 
therefore not the real greatness of the original apostles 
which caused him to appeal to them, (for he needed no au - 
thorization from any man, no matter how great) but only the 
greatness which was attributed to them by the Judaisers, 
which caused him to lay his gospel before then. 

If this passage, Galatians II:1 - 10, affords no sup- 
port to the theory of Baur, the latter part of the same chap- 
ter, Galatians II, is not really any more favorable. It is 


true, Paul here accused Peter of: "hypocrisy." But the Greek 
word is not really so harsh as the English word derived 
from it. It means "playing of a part," and so here, “con- 
cealment of true connections." Paul undoubtedly blamed 
Peter, but later in the chapter there is a clear indication 
of a unity of principle, at least, between them. Paul 
really thought that Peter was concealing his real life for 
fear of men. At heart, Peter was sympathetic with the Gen- 
tile movement, but for the time, great pressure from outside 
had caused Peter to appear outwardly unsympathetic. Paul 

; condemned Peter for "hypocrisy," not for false principles, 
‘but for concealment of true principles.In principle there- 


fore Paul and Peter were agreed Thus we note that the 
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very passages which at first seem to support Baur's theory 
are in reality a refutation of it. Baur makes reference 
only to Corinthians and Galatians, and as we have seen, he 
tries to build up a case upon a misinterpretation. When 
all the available sources are used and estimated at their 
true value, the hypothesis of the fundamental conflict be- 
tween Paul and the original apostles disappears. There 
was indeed a bitter conflict in the apostolic age, but it 
was a conflict not between Paul and the original apostles, 
but between all the apostles,including both Paul and Peter, 
on the one side,and an extreme Judaising party on the other. 
But the writer of recent times who added much fuel to 
the "Jesus or Paul" controversy was Wilhelm Wrede. He pub- 
lished a book in 1904 labelled "Paulus," in which he declared 
that Paul was no disciple of Jesus, but the second Founder 
of Christianity. The religion of Paul, Wrede insisted, was 
not really derived from Jesus of Nazareth. His little book 
practically showed that Jesus and Paul had very little in 
common with each other. But if Paulinism was not derived 
from Jesus of Nazareth, whence was it derived? According 
to Wrede, the Pauline conception of Christ, which was fun- 
damental to Paul's religious thought and life, was derived 
from the pre-Christian conception of the Messiah, which 
Paul already had before his conversion. The Messiah, in 
the thought of the Jews, was not always conceived of merely 


as a King of David's line. Sometimes he was regarded rather 
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as a mysterious, preéxistent, heavenly being, who was to come 
suddenly with the clouds of heaven, and to be the Judge of 
all the earth.Whenever, then, Paul thought of Christ in his 
epistles as préexistent, he was not thinking of something 
unique; it was exactly what was found in the apocalypses. 
What was new in Paul, as over against pre-Christian Judaisn, 
was the belief that the Heavenly Messiah had already come 

to earth, and carried out a work of redemption. 

This belief was not derived, Wrede maintained, from any 
impression of the exalted moral character of Jesus; on the 
contrary, if Paul had really come into close contact with 
the historical Jesus, he might have had difficulty in iden- 
tifying Him so completely with the Heavenly Messiah: the 
impression of the truly human character of Jesus, and of His 
subjection to all the ordinary limitations of earthly life, 
would have hindered the ascription to Him of the transcendent 
attributes. What was fundamental for Paul, Wrede declared, 
was not the example of Jesus, but his redeeming work as em- 
braced in the death and resurrection, which were regarded as 
events of a cosmic significance. 

Dr. R. J. Knowling clearly states Wrede's position,when 
he writes, "St. Paul, in fact, was not a disciple, or a 
servant, of an historical and human Jesus, but of another 
Being altogether, and he could invest Jesus of Nazareth with 
such high attributes because he had never known Him. Paul, 


in fact, was the person who first introduced into Christianity 
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the ideas which made it a religion of redemption, and which 
have made it most influential and most powerful. No wonder 
that Wrede asks us to believe that the influence of Paul 
was stronger - not better - than that of Jesus." 

Thus, we might say, Baur and Wrede have been the two 
outstanding New Testament scholars in the Jesus or Paul con- 
troversy. Of course, a great number of other New Testament 
scholars have, from time to time, entered the fray, and have 
thereby added, in various ways, to the interest of the con - 
troversy. It would require, nevertheless, too much space to 
eat with each critic and his viewpoint. Fora comprehensive 
study of this subject from a critical point of view, one 
should read Dr. Schweitzer's book on "Paul and His Interpre- 


ters." 


1 
P.508. Testimony of Paul to Christ. 


7 PS ae: 
Ld 7 = 


= f 


Te “08 86 sue. * 9 VS 
=) et ; 7 
Matte bap mt leqerber Ye ‘molgiion 2 1: eban_tolde 
Re oRO a sfeisewes seouw Bas Tatine::. in: Jeow 3h ohae 


ay a > 7 
Foe feet te etna itn wi? taf) evel: an wide oheet oa 
; 7 Ry'é : : 
a a’ * aces. 75 gan? nats - 5 , C2 « "epcosle 
i os - 


ot? peed Ovad Ofes® Sra we ous / Sle ean 
—e Goae) OCF mi oicicese JuenatiolT wo Rates 


ay. 


z) 


_ 
wer 


3OE teocio to r8ed8r etg  .0awoo BD yy 
. 

a ~ : : 

oe seats OF: Fetsi se .emt! of pelt noTt ,evadl 


r 
7" Y. So teers: of? of .oUeW & ev st ,dehbe 
3 nee BOs, yeeLesdsre ven »etlupot Sivoe §f 1% 
A-1Ol jSatocesty sid Sra ot) feo tose BS 
Be aie feoliine 4 wert! Joeldve olde 26 eis 
BP Bae Loe" no Food 8 i032 towdo® 140 aaort, Siu 
: ~ 


jctamte ot Jwvat to Vioaljyaat 2; 


i 


a, ; ia 
a Si 


“ JESUS OR PAUL." 12 
II 


It will help us now to consider a little in detail 
Paul's birth, training, and environment. For nothing could 
be truer than to say with Pfleiderer, "that Paul's whole 
past history and education acted upon and codperated with, 
the truth which took possession of his mind at his conver - 
Sion, and so modified it as to give it a tone and color 
peculiar to itself." 

In the making of every man, separable in thought although 
acting as one, three formative influences are at work:ances- 
try, environment, and personality. <A man is partly what his 
fathers have been, partly what the thought and life of his 
own day call forth, but along with these two factors of her- 
edity and environment, and - in the cases of those who have 
made a deep impress on history - more powerful than either, 
must be noted a third - the plastic personal element. It 
must be acknowledged that Paul did what he did, and was what 
he was, because by his inherent capabilities, he was able to 
mold the material of his environment and circumstance in the 
great work of his life. 

There were two great forces that must have deeply influ- 
enced Paul's life - the Hebrew and the Hellenistic, and the 
debatable question today is, Which of these two influences 
predominated? Personally, I believe that whilst Paul must 


have been much affected by his Greek environment, his Hebrew 
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ancestry and training formed the main background for the 
picture of his great life. 

The Jew in Paul was fundamental. He was a Hebrew by 
nationality and education. Israelite by birth and creed. 
Born in Tarsus of Cilicia, he had a certain pride in the 
place of his birth, yet it was not for the Cilician town,no 
mean city though it was, but for the land of his fathers, 
that his heart glowed. A citizen of Tarsus, he nevertheless 
felt as did so many of the Jews of the Dispersion, that he 
was an alien in a strange land. His father was probably one 
of the numerous Jews who had wandered from the Holy Land in 
pursuit of trade, and settled on one of the many centres of 
commerce, on the Mediterranean Sea. The Jews did not readily 
coalesce with those among whom they dwelt, but remained in 
dress, food, and faith, a peculiar people. Sometimes,however, 
and this seems to have been the case in Tarsus, the Hebrew 
Colony, or at least distinguished members of it, became per- 
manent inhabitants of the city of their adoption, and received 
the full rights of burgesses. Although Tarsus was situated 
some considerable distance from Jerusalem, communication and 
intercourse between the two cities was quite possible, and 
we may well believe that Paul's family from time to time made 
the journey to Jerusalem, especially at the feast of the 
Passover. And we may believe, also, that the family attended 
the local synagogue in Tarsus, and that Paul's home life had 


a distinctly Hebraic atmosphere. The current Hebrew or Ara- 
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maic was probably spoken in the home, and we know that at 
some time in his young life, Paul was sent to Jerusalem, to 
become the pupil of Gamaliel, the celebrated leader of the 
Pharisees, to be trained in the calling of a Rabbi, a teach- 
er of the Law. Thus we see that Paul grew up from the very 
cradle in a strong Hebrew environment and naturally became 
an enthusiast for the Jewish faith. It might be said of 
Paul, as he said of Timothy, "that from a babe he had known 
the holy scriptures, " (First Timothy IV:14,15,16) the Sep- 
tuagint. "It is not," says Sabatier, "the child of the 

city of Tarsus, but the Pharisee of Jerusalem, which explains 
the apostle of the Gentiles." . 

And even Professor Wrede states in his book on "Paulus," 
"after all is said, the culture of Paul is the culture of 
the Rabbi. He caught it at its source - the fact that Paul 
went through the Rabbinical Schools stands fast An hie 
letters - the traces are too clear to be denied." : 

But we must not forget Paul's Hellenistic environment. 
It was impossible for Paul to be unaffected by it. Tarsus 
during Paul's life was a great centre of learning. Strabo 
tells us that Tarsus was a distinguished seat of learning, 
ranking with Alexandria and Athens. It was especially a 
stronghold of Stoic thought. It would be impossible to say 
whether Paul ever attended lectures at the University. Yet 

Apostle Paul. P. 29. 


2 
Wrede. Paul. P. 4. 
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it is scarcely conceivable that a man with a zeal for truth 
like Paul could grow up in a place such as Tarsus without 
receiving some mental stimulus from its academic thought.We 
know that Gamaliel himself was conversant with Greek philo- 
sophy and encouraged its a a and Paul's speech at Athens 
shows more than a superficial acquaintance with the tenets 
of Stoicism. It is only natural that such a man as Paul, 
with the keenness of sympathy and vividness of insight that 
he had, travelling through the world of his day, mixing 
with many classes of persons, could not but be affected by 
what he heard and saw; and so the life of the times, its po- 
litical ideas, its games, its philosophy, its poetry, all 
found echo in his writings. 

But when all this is said, I feel that the Hellenistic 
influence was not really fundamental. It supplied Paul with 
‘language and imagery, but it did not mould his thought. dis 
ideas are expressed in Hebrew, not in Greek categories. The 
Hebrew background of Paul's life is seen and felt, even after 
he became a Christian. Professor Deissman says, and with hin 
I-agree, "The most genuine characteristics of the Jewish na- 
ture were preserved By Paul when he became a Christian. St. 
Paul ‘the Jew' does not mean that Paul was a Jew only before 
nis conversion, and afterwards no longer. Paul remained a 
Jew, even when he was a Christian, in spite of his passion- 


ate polemics against the Law. St. Paul never withdrew from 


the natural and religious union constituted by his people. 


1 
R. D. Shaw. The Pauline Epistles. P. 10. 


Pguateie Bietat wc rout bee: 
oy - 
a @€.3¢aneds ofeshrn, 


ya bce Seek fits 


s 


: anes. Of) r2iv eoc 
is 

fo SRT. Be TAe 4 Ke 
_ he 


wale? 2helant 26 aan 


—_ 


geisi« .« 


Tie 


Peloet tz ed Jin 


fig te abe, Bo Lidnue 


» eles »1; 


OU udebteseticn tees 


tsi e 
ga i ane 


=i ul een PL T O.« 
= : 
evs "Piles le i16V-¢: 


+ Oat 6, pie we Lester: 


i] 


= 
7 kk 


aise | | 


"JESUS OR PAUL." 16 


He adopts with pride the name of Hebrew, and also the still 
weightier names of Jsraelite, seed of Abraham, just as he 
certainly reckons himself with the Israel of God, and speaks 
of the Jews in the desert as ‘our fathers,' and father Abra- 
ham and father Isaac. He calls even the unbelieving Jews 
his 'kinsmen according to the flesh.' And he boasts of his 
membership of the tribe of Benjamin, which he shares with 
King Saul, and his circumcision on the eighth day. So also 
in neutral things. For instance, he reckons the dates of 
journeys by the Jewish calendar of festivals. Though 
standing himself above the letter of the law, he still,as an 
apostle, observed the hallowed customs of nis people." 
Thus to sum up - still in Deissman's words,- "Paul was 
to the last a pious Bible Jew, a.Septuagint Jew. What dis- 
tinguished him from other pious Jews of the Dispersion was 
the perception that in Christ the Law nad lost its binding 
force, and the promises had found their fulfilment.". ."St. 
Paul the Christian never withdrew from the divine world of 
the Hellenistic Old Testament. To understand the whole of 
St. Paul, and not merely a part of him, from the point of 
view of religious history, we must know the spirit of the 


Septuagint." 


1 
Deissman. St. Paul, A Study in Social and Religious 
2 History. P. 98. 
Deissman. St. Paul, A Study in Social and Religious 
History. P. J01. 
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Now we must ask, how does all this compare with the 
teachings of the New Testament? Whut evidence have we in 
the New Testament that Paul was in Jerusalem before his con- 
version? The general teaching of the Book of the Acts is 
in favor of an early Jerusalem residence of Paul, and every- 
thing recorded there, is in harmony with what Paul says 
about his Pharisaic past. The testimony of the Acts can no 
longer be ruled out except for very weighty reasons - the 
history of recent criticism has, on the whole, exhibitéd 
the rise of a more and more favorable estimate of the book. 

It can never be determined, for example, at exactly 
What age Paul went to Jerusalem. In Acts: XX: 3 St. Paul 
uses the phrase, "brought up in this city," - this seems to 
Suggest that Paul went to Jerusalem in early childhood, in 
which case his birthplace would be of comparatively little 
importance in his preparation for his life's work. But the 
Greek word for "brought up" or "nourished" might be used 
figuratively in a somewhat flexible way. It remains, there- 
fore, possible that Paul's Jerusalem training began not in 
childhood but in early youth. At any rate, an early resi - 
dence in Jerusalem is not excluded by the masterly way in 
Which the apostle uses the Greek language. It must always be 
remembered that Palestine in the first century was a bi-lin- 


gual country; the presence of hosts of Greek-speaking Jews, 
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even in Jerusalem, is amply attested, for example, by the 
early chapters of the Acts. Moreover, even after Paul's 
dgerusalem studies had begun, his connection with Tarsus need 
not have been broken off. Communication between the two cit- 
les, as we have already seen, was quite possible. 

Now, at this point, a very interesting question arises, 
which, however, can never be answered with any certainty .Did 
Paul ever see Jesus before the crucifixion? ‘In the light of 
what we have already said, an affirmative answer to the ques- 
tion might be expected. Paul was in Jerusalem both before 
and after the public ministry of Jesus - before it when he 


was "brought up" 


in Jerusalem, and after it when he was en- 
gaged in persecuting the Jewish Church. Where was he during 
the interval? Where was Paul on those occasions when Jesus 
visited Jerusilem, especially at the time of the last pass - 
over? If he was in Jerusalem, it seems probable that he 
would have seen Jesus, whose coming caused such a stir among 
the people. But the matter is by no means certain. Paul 
may have been at Tarsus at this very time. There is one 
verse, however, that is often referred to in Paul's letters, 
as a testimony that he actually saw Jesus. In Second Corin- 
thians:V:16 it says, “Even if we have known Christ after the 
flesh, yet now we know him no longer." 

Many interpretations have been given to these words, but 
I think I am right in stating that there is after all no clear 


evidence here or elsewhere, for supposing that Paul saw Jesus 
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before His passion. At the same time there is no evidence 
to the contrary, except the evidence that is to ve found in 
the silence of the Epistles. The argument for silence in 
this case undoubtedly carries with it some weight. For, if 
Paul had seen Jesus before His crucifixion, would not so 
important a fact have been mentioned somewhere in the Epis- 
tles? The matter is by no means absolutely clear; a brief 
@limpse of Jesus in the days of His flesh would perhaps not 
have seemed so important to Paul, - in view of that richer 
knowledge that came to him afterwards, - as it would seem 

to us. The silence of the Epistles is then, to my mind, a 
strong evidence against the fact that Paul ever saw Jesus 
face to face. We know that Paul was afterwards very peni- 
tent at having persecuted the Church: if he had committed 
the more terrible sin of having helped to bring the Lord Him- 
self to the shameful cross, the fact would naturally have 
appeared in his expressions of penitence. Even if Paul did 
see Jesus in Palestine, it is highly improbable that he was 
one of those who cried out to Pilate, "Crucify him." 

But there is one thing absolutely certain, and that is, 
though Paul may never have seen Jesus in the flesh, he must 
have heard about Him. The ministry of Jesus caused a great 
stir in Galilee and Jerusalem. Things were not done ina 
corner.The appearance of Jesus at the last passover aroused 
the passions of the multitude and evidently caused the deep- 


est concern to the authorities.Even one who was indifferent 
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to the whole matter, could hardly have helped learning some- 
thing of the content of Jesus's teaching, and the main out- 
line of the story of His death. But Paul, at least at a 
time only a few years after the crucifixion, was not indif - 
ferent, for he was an active persecutor. If he was in Pal - 
estine, at all, during the previous period, his interest 
probably began then. The outlines of Jesus's life and death 
were known to friend and foe alike, and certainly were not 
unknown to Paul before his conversion, at the time when he 
Was persecuting the Church. It is only a woeful lack of 
historical imagination which can attribute to Paul even be - 
fore his conversion, a total ignorance of the earthly life of 


Jesus. 
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It is agreed by most critics that Paul's conversion 
took place within a few years of the crucifixion of Jesus 
Christ. Harnack allows one year's interval, Keim and Volk- 
mar less than two years, Ramsay three and Lightfoot four; 
Renan four to five and Nahn five. Roughly, Paul's conver - 
Sion might be placed somewhere around A.D.3 

It would be impossible to state exactly the workings of 
Paul's mind, that led to his suddenly changing from a life 
of intense hatred for the Christian cause, to one of intense 
love and devotion. Some critics maintain that Paul's conver- 
Sion was the climax of a long psychological process. Dr. 
Knowling disagrees with this view. Personally I feel that 
such a view is the only feasible one, in view of one's every- 
day experience. Dr. Holtzmann agrees with Professor Knowling 
for he says, "It is at all events certain that the Apostle 
knows nothing of a gradual process which has drawn him closer 
to Christianity, but only a sudden halt which he was compelled 
to make in the midst of his active career. He knows only of 
an instantaneous revelation, not a bridge which might have 
led him from one bank to the other. He looks upon himself 
as a suddenly subdued rebel whom God leads in triumph over the 
world." 

Also, Dr. Moffatt writes, "A year or two after the death 


1 
Testimony of St. Paul to Christ. P. 189. 
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of Jesus one of the brilliant leaders in the Jewish party 
of the Pharisees suddenly (Rate AMpEny wre Ke tore) became a 
Christian." 
And in this statement he refers to the remarkable word 
which St. Paul uses of himself in the Epistle to the Philip- 
pians: "I was apprehended by Christ Jesus," (III:12)"a word 
which denotes that the apostle was seized upon, taken poss- 
ession of by Christ, or that he was overtaken by Christ." 
Professor Deissmann expresses it correctly when he says, 
"The conversion of the persecutor to the follower, and of 
the apostle of the Pharisees to the apostle of christ, was a 
sudden one. But it was no magical transformation, it was 
psychologically prepared for both negatively and positively." 
This phrase sounds to me almost like a contradiction. 
How could the conversion be sudden, if it had been psycho - 
logically prepared for? And yet Deissmann was right. - Out- 
wardly to the world, and indeed to Paul himself, the conver- 
sion was sudden, as indeed are all conversions, - but inward- 
ly it was the climax of a long, long unconscious working of 
the mind and soul. 
We possess two sources of information in the New Testa- 
ment regarding this event: the hints of the apostle himself 
Dr. Moffatt. Historical N. T. P. 121. Second Edition. 
See also Knowling's Testimony of St. Paul to Christ. 
P. 189. 

2 
P. 189 


P.122. 
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in his letters, and three sketches in the Acts of the Apos- 
tles, which are not completely reconcilable with one another, 
but which must from the nature of the case, be somehow de- 
rived from the accounts given by St. Paul. Here too, as 
with the appearances of Christ to St. Peter and the others, 
who saw Him at the first Easter, we shall never succeed in 
unravelling the experience psychologically and analysing it 
without any residue, not even if we call to our aid the 
numerous analogies to the incident of conversion which the 
history of religion affords." 

The important point nevertheless is that a great change 
was produced in Paul's life. Ye sums it up succinctly, "It 
Pleased God to reveal his Son in me, that I might preach 
him amongst the Gentiles." It completely changed his whole 
life. He had persecuted the Christians, because they had 
accepted Jesus as the Messiah. He now believed Him to be 
the Messiah, and the Son of God. It is in the light of this 
spiritual change that we must study St. Paul's teachings.St. 
Paul had been a theologian before his conversion, but still 
more had he been an intensely religious man. As a Christian 
preacher he had not ceased to be a theologian. He was a man 
of strong intellectual force. It was necessary that his 
reason should be convinced, and he was always able to give 
adequate reasons for what he believed. He remained a theo- 
logian, and each question that comes before him of contro - 


versy or interest, he works out in accordance with the the- 
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Ological principles in which he had been trained; but he 
Was not primarily either a theologian or an apologist. He 
Was a man of intense religious earnestness. He accepted 
Christianity. He believed in Christ, because of a powerful 
religious experience, and his message was vital because he 
taught what was real to himself. 

Again Dr. R. J. Knowling effectively concludes this 
Matter by writing, "From the day of his conversion, St.Paul 
never wavered in his choice; and as he advanced in years, 
and cares pressed more heavily upon him, men saw in him a 
brighter light than that which shone out of heaven on the 
road to Damascus - the light of the knowledge of the glory 
of God in the face of Jesus Christ. And that light, which 
never failed, led him on from faith to faith, in journeyings 
often, in perils in the city, in perils in the wilderness, 
in perils among false brethren. '‘'Not that I have already 
Obtained or am already made perfect; but I press on, if so 
be that I may apprehend, seeing that I also was apprehended 
by Christ Jesus.' " 

"To start thee on thy outrunning race, 
Christ shows the splendor of His Face; 
What will that Face of Splendor be 
When at the Goal He welcomes thee?" 

-Christina Rossetti. 


1 
R.J.Knowling. The Testimony of St.Paul to Christ.P.i99. 
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There are certain facts and experiences of outstanding 
importance in the religious history of the world. One of 
these is the conversion of St. Paul. That conversion was 
a fact. We know what St. Paul had been; we know what he 
became. We know what he accomplished. His conversion ex- 
hibits in a more strixing manner than almost any other 
event, the reality and power of the spiritual forces of the 
world. It is a witness to Paul's own strength. It is still 
more a witness to the force and power of the life and death 


of Jesus Christ. 
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V 
The primary sources of our knowledge of St. Paul's life 


and teaching are twofold; the epistles which bear his name, 
and the Acts of the Apostles. We must now turn to these 
sources, and test them and see how far we may rely upon them 
for accurate information regarding the life and teachings of 
Paul. 

Four of the Pauline Epistles, Galatians, First and 
Second Corinthians, and Romans, were accepted as certainly 
genuine by F. ©. Baur in the Ttibingen School in the former 
half of the nineteenth century. This favorable estimate of 
the"major epistles" has never been abandoned by any number 
of really serious historians, and three of the other epis- 
tles, First Thessalonians, Philippians and Philemon, have 
now been generally accepted as genuinely Pauline. 

Seven epistles, therefore, are accepted as genuine to- 
day, by all historians except a few extremists. Of the re- 
maining epistles, Colossians and Second Thessalonians are 
now accepted by most critics. With regard to the Pastoral 
Epistles, First and Second Timothy and Titus, the issue is 
more clearly drawn. These epistles, at least in their en- 
tirety, are seldom regarded as genuine, except by those who 
accept the traditional view of the New Testament. No writ- 
+r belonging to what is called a definite critical school, 
accepts them. JHphesians stands by itself. 

We may assume then that practically all the epistles 


except those known as the Pastoral Epistles are Pauline,and 
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recognized as such by most reliable critics. A little clos- 
er study of the Pauline epistles will show us that they can 
be divided into three groups. The first group consists of 
First and Second Thessalonians, the second group, Galatians, 
First and Second Corinthians and Romans, and the third 
group, Philippians, Ephesians, Solosgians and Philemon. In 
the first group, the Thessalonian letters, which were writ- 
ten about the years A.D. 50-51, we get what-we may look 
upon as the normal teaching of St. Paul. They presuppose 
and refer in various passages to his mission preaching.Only 
one subject is developed in at all a systematic manner in 
answer to certain questions which had risen: namely, that 

of eschatology. Hence the most marxed feature of the theolo- 
gy is Christ as Judge. 

In the second group, which must be placed between the 
years A.D. 52 and 58, while many practical details which 
have arisen in the life of the churches are touched on, the 
dominant teaching arises from the Jewish controversy, and 
therefore the principal subjects discussed are the work of 
Christ as Redeemer, the revelation of law and faith, and 
justification, sanctification, and union with Christ. 

In the third group, Epistles of the Captivity, written 
‘between A.D. 58 and A.D. 61, the controversy is passing 
away. In Colossians and Ephesians two main questions are 
discussed fully. In Colossians the theology of the person 


of Christ, rather than His work, is for the first time ex- 
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plicitly dealt with. The other, Ephesians, gives us what 
in some ways is the culmination of St. Paul's teaching. It 
deals with the results, if one may put it go, of the Jewish 
controversy,- the conception of the one Shristian Society, 
including within its fold Jews and Gentiles alike, and rep- 
resenting the ultimate purpose of God in the creation and 
the government of the world. A systematic study, therefore, 
of these letters of Paul, reveals a growth and expansion of 
thought. This is only to be expected, for the letters cov- 
ered a number of years. 

If we regard them as a whole, the Pauline style is dif- 
ferent from that of any other book, or group of books, in 
the New Testument; and the coincidences formed by the fact 
that the style, subject-matter and historical surroundings 
all change together, are difficult to harmonize with any 
idea of deliberate forgery or unconscious growth. 

"A mind like Paul's," says Dr. Shaw, "in constant liv- 
ing contact. with truth, needing and receiving fresh enlight- 


enment from day to day, for dealing with new and changing 


needs of the churches, must most assuredly have known growth." 


It is unlikely that the Apostle wrote any of his epis- 
tles entirely with his own hand. He seems usually to have 
dictated his message to a friend, an amanuensis. This also 
left traces on the style. We feel we are all the time lis- 
tening to a speaker. All the epistles have the air of being 


1 
R.D.Shaw.The Pauline Epistles.P.6. 
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spoken, reported and passed on without much revisal. Hence 
the broken sentences, the occasional obscurity, the natural 
digressions, as well as the freedom and buoyancy by which 
they are distinguished. 

Before turning to the letters themselves, to see what 
Paul thought and wrote of Jesus Christ, we must first of all 
Say a word or two about the Acts of the Apostles. 

With regard to the Acts, literary evidence of peculiar 
strength may be adduced in favor of the view that the book 
was written, as tradition affirms, by a companion of St.Paul. 
This evidence is based, primarily, upon the presence in the 
pook of certain sections, where the narrative is carried on 
in the first person, instead of the third. It is generally 
and even universally admitted, that these "We Sections" are 
the work of an eye-witness, an actual travelling companion 
of St. Paul. But according to the common-sense view - ac- 
cording to the first impression made upon every ordinary 
reader,- the author of the "We Sections’ was also author of 
the whole book, who when he came in his narrative to those 
parts of the missionary journeys of Paul, where he had actu- 
ally been present with the apostolic company, naturally 
dropped into the use of the first person instead of the 
third. If this common-sense view be incorrect, then a later 


"we Section" 


author who produced the completed book has in the 
simply made use of an eye-witness source. But this hypothe- 


sis is fraught with the most serious difficulty. If the 
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author of the completed book, writing at a time long after 
the time of Paul, was in the "We Sections" using the work 
of a companion of St. Paul, why did he not either say that 
he was quoting, or else change the "we" of the source to 
"they"? The first person plural used without explanation 
by a writer of say 100 A.D. in a narrative of the journeys 
of Paul would be preposterous. What could be the explana- 
tion of so extraordinary a procedure? 

Only two explanations are possible. In the first 
place, the author may have retained the "we" with deceptive 
intent, with the intent of producing the false impression 
that he was a companion of Paul. This hypothesis creates a 
great difficulty, and is generally rejected. In the second 
Place the author may have retained the "we" because he was 
a@ mere compiler, copying out his sources with mechanical ac- 
curacy, and so unable to make the simple editorial change 
of "we" to "they". This hypothesis is excluded by the strik- 
ing similarity of language and style between the "We Sections" 
and the rest of the Acts, which shows that if the author of 
the completed book is,in the "We Sections," making use of 
a source written by some one else, he has revised the source 
s0 as to make it conform to his own style. But, if he re- 
vised the source, he was no mere compiler, and therefore 
could not have retained the first person plural, which in 
the completed book produced nonsense. 


The argument of the Lucan authorship of the Acts has 
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been skilfully handled by Harnack. On the basis of purely 
literary criticism the Lucan authorship is certainly irre - 
futable. It can be refuted, if at all, only through a con- 
Sideration of the historical contents of the book. This 
brings the question of importance, - Are the speeches re - 
corded in the Acts strictly historical? It is well known 
that it was a literary habit of Greek and Roman writers to 
insert speeches of their own composition to represent the 
point of view of different actors in history. Did St. Luke 
do this, or had he accurate information of what was actually 
said? There is no doubt that the speeches in the Acts are 
written in the style of the aurhor of the book. They are 
short and much compressed. But an examination of the con - 
tents shows that they must have been based upon an accurate 
acquaintance with the general character of the teaching of 
St. Paul. It is probable that in most cases they are short 
reproductions of the actual speeches. They were intended 
by the writer to represent to us different types of Apostolic 
teaching, and he had good means of knowing what that teach- 
ing was. The general historical value of the work is cer- 


tainly becoming more firmly established as knowledge increases. 
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VI 


We have so far considered the following facts: 

1. Paul as a historical figure, born in Tarsus, of 
Hebrew parents, educated in Jerusalem at the feet of the 
celebrated Gamaliel. 

©. Paul an ardent Jew, of the Pharisaical sect, sudden- 
ly changed from a persecutor to an admirer of the Christian 
cause. 

3. That seven letters at least are allowed by most re- 
liable critics as Pauline, and that evidence appears favor- 
able for the acceptance of the Acts as the work of Luke,the 
companion and friend of Paul. 

If then the above facts are acknowledged, we may now 
proceed to examine the letters of Paul themselves, and see 
What Paul thought of Jesus, and what opportunities he had 
of being influenced by the Christian teaching. 

If we turn to Galatians I:18 we find Paul venturing a 
visit to Jerusalem, and at that time becoming acquainted 
with Peter and James the Lord's Brother. It is quite incon- 
ceivable that the three men avoided the subject of Jesus's 
words and deeds. The word he uses in this connection is a 
remarkable one, Lerop year . In the Authorized Version it 
is translated "to see," but in the Revised Version it is 
rendered "to visit," in the text, and in the margin, "to be- 
come acquainted with". Dr. Edersheim takes it to mean " a 


careful and searching inguiry on the part of Paul, and it 
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would certainly seem that its usual meaning is, to know, or 
learn by inquiry." Again, if we attach any importance to 
the "We Sections" in the Acts, ‘and we have seen that it is 
reasonable to do so) St. Paul must have at one time in his 
ministry, visited Philip the evangelist at Saesarea, and he 
must have been in close fellowship with Barnabas and Mark, 
both of whom enjoyed the friendship of Peter; and he meets 
James in Jerusalem in the later, as well as in the earlier, 
part of his career, and he mentions amongst his fellow 
countrymen, Andronicus and Junias, who had been converted 
to the faith of Christ at an earlier date even than his own 
conversion. (Romans XVI:17.) 

It i8, however, constantly asserted that St. Paul tells 
us in the plainest and most decisive language that of eye - 
witnesses he made no inquiry as to the life of Jesus, and 
that it was his one purpose not to dwell on the Christ after 
the flesh, but after the spirit. St. Paul's writings repudi- 
ate this entirely. In Galatians I:13, he speaks of persecut- 
ing beyond measure the Church of God. Is it likely that he 
would have done this without learning something of the Christ- 
jan community, of the teaching and circumstance of its found- 
er; and as a conscientious Jew, as Paul undoubtedly was, he 
would scarcely have urged the Nazarenes to blaspheme the 
name of Christ, without making it his business to gather 
some knowledge of the pretender's Messianic claims. Is it 


reasonable to suppose that while St. Luke, who was Paul's 
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constant companion, took such an intense interest in trac - 
ing the origins of the Christian faith, Paul knew nothing 
and cared nothing for those facts which engrossed the atten- 
tion of his intimate friend? To such a question we should 
have thought that there could be only one reply. 

It is evident that Paul knew far more about Jesus than 
his epistles seem on the surface to indicate. It must al - 
Ways be remembered thut the epistles do not contain the 
missionary preaching of Paul: they are addresses to Chris- 
tians to whom much of the primary instruction had already 
been given. 

"Like all true letters, those of St. Paul were occasion- 
al in their origin. He did not compose them as studies in 
theology or as treatises in Christian doctrine which he de- 
Sired to give to the world; even the Epistle to the Romans 
is only an apparent, not a real, exception. Events of moment 
to him and his converts called them into being... He was ap- 
pealed to on some point of faith or conduct, and he replied. 
Or he heard good news, or received tokens of affection, and 
he wrote to express joy, to encourage, and to exhort. Again 
he heard of the presence of teachers who calumniated hin, 
denied his authority, and undermined the faith of his fol - 
lowers. This drew forth his bold definitions of doctrine, 
his sApendienea defense of the gospel, and no less impassion- 
ed apologies for his own life." | 


1 
R.D.Shaw.Pauline Epistles.P.8. 
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Some things are omitted from the Epistles, therefore, 
not because they were important, but, on the contrary, just 
because they were fundamental. Instruction about them ad 
to be given at the very beginning, and except for special 
reasons did not need to be repeated. It is quite likely 
that if it had not been for certuin errors that arose in the 
church at Corinth, we should not have had Paul's direct ref- 
erence to the institution of the Lord's Supper and the 
Resurrection. (Corinthians XV.) Elsewhere Paul says nothing 
about the Supper of the Lord - yet the Lord's Supper was un- 
doubtedly celebrated in the Pauline Church. Thus the resur- 
rection appearances and the institution of the Lord's Supper 
despite the fact that they were absolutely fundamental in 
Paul's teaching, appear only once in the Epistles. May 
there not have been other things just as prominent in Paul's 
teaching which are not mentioned at all? MThus the incident- 
al character of Paul's references to the life and teaching 
of Jesus shows clearly that he knew far more than he has 
seen fit in his Epistles to tell. The references are de - 
tathed bits taken from a larger whole. When, for example, 
Paul says that the institution of the Lord's Supper took 
place on the night in which Jesus was betrayed, he pre - 
supposes on the part of his readers an account of the. be - 
trayal and hence an account of the traitor, and of his po - 
sition among the apostles. So it is in other cases where 


Paul refers to the life and teaching of Jesus. The refer - 
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ences can be explained only as presupposing a larger fund 
of information about the words and deeds of Jesus. 

When, further, St. Paul refers to the fact of Jesus's 
death, which is something that Stands out very prominently 
in his writings, he also refers to the doctrine based upon 
it, showing us that such was part of the tradition which 
Paul had received, and which he shared with the other apos- 
tles. St. Paul not only refers to the death .of Jesus, in 
some of his earliest epistles, but he shows thereby that he 
is well acquainted with the agents and the mode of that 
death. For he writes to the Thessalonians and accuses his 
countrymen of the murder of Jesus, in the same sentence in 
which he describes them as the murderers of their prophets. 
"Who both killed the Lord Jesus and the prophets and drove 
them out." (First Thessalonians II:10.) 

In writing to the Galatians, he reminds them how vivid- 
ly in his preaching to them he had depicted before their 
eyes Jesus Christ crucified. (Galatians III:1.) Here St. 
Paul speaks of the fact; but he also dwells on the reason 
behind. Christ died; yes; but why? For our sins, accord- 
ing to the scriptures (First Corinthians XV:13). And in 
First Thessalonians V:10 and First Galatians I:4, he speaks 
of Christ dying for us, and of Christ giving Himself for 
our sins - all this implies that there was a definite doc - 
trinal view held by the Church on the matter of Jesus's 


death - before Paul wrote these particular epistles. 
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We know also that Paul makes specific references to 
the earthly life of Jesus. He speaks of Jesus's birth in 
Romans 1:3 -"Jesus was born of a woman." Also there is a 
definite statement about the conception in First Corinthi - 
ans 1:23, and about the Resurrection in First Corinthians 
xv. If these were the only references, it would be suffi - 
cient to prove that for Paul, Jesus was a historical per - 
Bonace. But there are also other indications in Paul's 
writings, that he must have imbibed the very spirit and es- 


sence of Jesus's teaching. 
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One can see an agreement between Paul and Jesus in the 
idea of the Kingdom of God. The term "Kingdom of God" is 
not very frequent in the Epistles, but it is used as though 
familiar to the readers, and when it does occur it has’ the 
same meaning as in the teaching of Jesus. One naturally 
asks, then, here, "What was Jesus's conception of the King- 
dom of God?" There is no question that Tasnas idea of 
the Kingdom included a distinctly eschatological element.But 
I think it would be wrong to say that this conception of 
Jesus's was nothing else than eschatological. The idea in 
our Lord's view of it was unquestionably the Messianic King- 
dom, foreshadowed from of old under various suises. But 
-then it was Messianic in the same sense in which Christ was 
Messianic. 

"No unpre judiced reader of the New Testument needs to 
be reminded of the contrast between Jesus's conception of 
Himself, and the Messianic forecasts dimly adumbrated in the 
‘Old Testament, and worked out in greater or less detail in 
Bes stic literature, and the theology of the synagogue.For 
Him the religious aspect of the Messiah and His Kingdom was 
all in all. Surrender to the gracious rule of God as Father 
which he proclaimed, and all the blessedness of fellowship 
with God which the surrender brought in its train, constitu- 

ted’ in His view the true aim of life for individuals ee 


1 
St.Paul's donception of the Last Things. P.284. 
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the world. On this basis, the certainty of the Kingdom was 
at one stroke dissevered from all political and national 
contingencies. Hence Jesus, in the midst of humiliation 
and rejection, could regard the fortunes of His Kingdom 
with unbroken calm. For He felt the pledge of its consum - 
mation in His own experience, in that union of life with 
God which must be the supreme ideal for humanity. The soul 
which is made conscious of that life is, at the same time, 
made sure that God's all-embracing purpose of good must be 
fulfilled. The community which knows that life of God and 
is ruled by it already forms the nucleus of the Kingdom." 
Ritschl expresses, with characteristic insight, the 
transformation of the Kingdom idea which Jesus wrought. 
"While the Divine purpose in the world is bound up with the 
naturally conditioned unity of the Israelitish nation, the 
position of the nation in the world is made dependent upon 
legal and political conditions, and material advantages, 
which as such are of a mundane order, and do not correspond 
to the supramundane position of the one God. Thus there 
was forced upon Israel the necessity of always postponing 
to a future, which never became present, the reconciliation 
between its position in the world and God. Jesus rose a- 
bove this standpoint, and introduced a new religion by set- 
ting free the lordship of the supramundane God from natural 
and political limitations, as well as from the expectation 


1 
St.Paul's Conception of the Last Things. P.284. 
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of material well-being, and by advancing its significance 
for mankind to a spiritual and ethical union,which at once 
corresponds to the spirituality of God, and denotes the sup- 
ramundane end of spiritual eh 

It was the religious aspect which Jesus pressed home 
upon the hearts of His disciples, and those who assembled to 
disten to His preaching. But inevitably from the point of 
View, it must have a forward look. Ye plants the seed. It 
germinates and begins to spring up.But the process,although 
present from the first, present in its essence and living 
reality, is at best slow in its growth. Thus the gaze of 
the husbandman will always be directed to the distant end,- 
the harvest time, when the fruit of his toil is ripe for 
the ingathering, and his original aim is completely real - 
ized. It would take too long to deal with all the eschato- 
logical element in Our Lord's conception of the Kingdom. 
But there can be no doubt that Jesus looked forward to a 
time, known only to the Father, when the Kingdom which He 
had already founded in the world, should enter upon a new, 
which was to be the final, stage of its development. The 
Son of Man was to come "in the Glory of His Kingdom." There 
are other indications also that imply that Jesus looked for 
an immediate inauguration of the Kingdom of God. But, as 
H. A. H. Kennedy says, "the unparalleled impression made on 
the minds of the first generation of Christians by the de- 

1 


Justification and Reconciliation.Vol.III.P.455. 
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Struction of Jerusalem (70 A.D.) and all the disturbances 
which led up to that crisis, has probably introduced compli- 
Cations into the eschatological discourses." | 

A careful study of Paul's epistles reveals undoubtedly 
the same kind of "Kingdom Atmosphere" as we have traced a- 
bove. It seems strange, however, that the term Xingdom of 
Heaven occurs comparatively rarely in the Pauline letters. 
When it does appear, it is generally used in an eschatologi- 
Cal sense. Thus in First Thessalonians II:12, it is direct- 
ly combined with the eschatological term $eEu. Conve Oeod 
Tes Ke AoDyTeS Upds ers THY €auToD Bao refau IK §2€ av.) 

In Second Thessalonians I:5 it is found in the phrase, 
"that ye may be deemed worthy of the Kingdom of God," a 
collocation which vividly reminds us of the words of Jesus 
in St. Luke XX:35, "..being accounted worthy to attain the 
future aeon and the resurrection of the dead." 

To the same category must be referred those statements 
Of the apostle which speak of an "inheriting" of the King - 
dom. Such are (First Corinthians VI:9) "Know ye not’ that 
unrighteous men shall not inherit the Kingdom of God;" 
(Galatians V:21) "They that do such things shall not inherit 


! 


the Kingdom of God;" (Ephesians V:1) "..Every fornicator, 
or impure person, a covetous man.... hath not an inheritance 
4n the Kingdom of Christ and of God;" (First Corinthians XV: 


30) "Flesh and blood can not inherit the Kingdom of God." 
1 
P.286. 
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This last example clearly shows the sense in which St. Paul 
uses the term, which is evidently of the future epoch of 
the consummation: the era of a new and spiritual order of 
existence. 

Meanwhile it is fair to say that no one with any true 
appreciation of Paulinism can restrict the apostle to the 
purely eschatological sense of the word or the idea which 
it embodies. Thus, in First Corinthians IV:°?0, he declares 
that "the Kingdom of God is not in word but in power," and 
from the context it is plain that the "power" is something 
not expected in the future, but now, present and capable of 
being put to the proof. 

We may compare the answer of Jesus in reply to the Phar- 
isees who asked Him when the *ingdom of God should come,"The 
Kingdom of God cometh not with observation." (pera TWaeaTHpnee nc) 
practically, that is, as an event which causes a sensation. ) 
"For behold, the Kingdom of God is within (or, in the midst 
of ,€vréc)you." (St. Luxe XVII:20,21.) This instance gives a 
suggestive limit as to Paul's interpretation of the synoptic 
tradition, with which he must have been familiar; and it is 
corroborated by such affirmations as Romans XIV:17, " The 
Kingdom of God is not eating and drinking, but righteousness 
and peace and joy in the Holy Ghost, for he that in this 
matter serves Christ is well pleasing to God and approved by 
men." Were it is noteworthy that membership in the Kingdom 


and serving Christ are deliberately identified. In Colossians 


UL bare 
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I:i2-14 also, he gives thanks to the Father "who delivered 
us from the power of darkness, and transferred us into the 
Kingdom of the Son of his love, in whom we have redemption, 
the forgiveness of sins." The Kingdom, then, to Paul's 
mind, is obviously a realized fact, a sphere already exist- 
ing. 

Thus both in Jesus and in Paul the Kingdom appears 
partly as present and partly as future. In the above pass- 
ages from Galatians and Corinthians, for example, it is 
future, whereas in such passages as Romans XIV:17, the 
present aspect is rather in view. The same two aspects of 
the Kingdom (as we have already seen) appear also in the 
teaching of Jesus. Both in Jesus and Paul, therefore, the 
Kingdom of God is both transcendent and ethical. Both in 
Jesus and in Paul the coming of the Kingdom means Joy, as 
well as Judgment. When Paul suys that the Kingdom of God 
is"righteousness and peace and joy in the Holy Ghost," he is 
lixe Jesus not: merely in word, but in the whole spirit of 
his message. Jesus also proclaimed the coming of the King- 
dom as a "gospel." 

We may also notice in the ethical teachings of Paul a 
very striking similarity to that of Jesus. It is true 
that St. Paul does not present us with many parallels with 
the gospels, and seldom quotes words used by Our Lord. But 
as we have already intimated, St. Paul's epistles were writ- 


ten to converts, who had already been instructed in the main 
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facts of the Christian Gospel, and whose knowledge of those 
facts might be assured. then he uppeals to them to remem - 
ber"the meekness and gentleness of Christ," they must have 
known the general elie 02 Jesus's ministry. Dr.Knowling 
has carefully gathered up details from the epistles which 
porve an extensive ucquaintance with the character and teach- 
ing of Jesus. It is impossible to give all the particular 
points dwelt upon by Dr. Knowling. It must suffice to illus- 
trate briefly St. Paul's indebtedness, as an ethical teacher 
to the moral precepts and example of Jesus Christ. 

1. In his address at Miletus to the Ephesian elders,St. 
Paul says, "Ye ought to remember the words of the Lord Jesus, 
how he himself said, It is more blessed to sive than to 
receive." (Acts XX:35.) 

2. In his teaching on marriage and divorce (First 
Corinthians VII) he distinguishes between a commandment of 
Christ and a judgment of his own. "Unto the married I give 
charge, yet not I, but the Lord, that the wife depart not 
from the husband (but and if she depart, let her remain un- 
married, or else be reconciled to her husband) and that the 
husband leave not his wife." (First Corinthians VII:10,11.) 
The allusion to Our Lord's words regarding divorce ts unmis- 
taxable. 

3. Respecting the provision for the ministry, St.Paul 
says, "Even so hath the Lord ordained that they which preach 
the gospel should live of the gospel." (First Corinthians 


7X: 14.) 
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4. In other passuges there is a striking parallelism 
between the words of St. Paul and the words of Christ. 
(Romans XII:14) "Bless them that (St. Matthew V:44) "Love 
persecute you, bless and curse your enemies and pray for 
mot. * them that persecute you." 
(Romans XIII:7) "Render to all (St. Matthew XX:21) "Ren- 
their dues. Tribute to whom der to Caesar the things 
tribute is due." that are Caesar's, and to 
God the things that are 
God's." 


(Romans XIII:9) "And if there (St. Matthew XX:39) “And 


be any other command, it is the second is like unto it: 
summed up in the word,namely, Thou shalt love thy neigh- 
Thou shalt love thy neighbor bor as thyself. " 


as thyself." 

The most important passages which bring out the depend- 
ence of Puul for his ethical teaching upon Christ refer to 
Him as an example. To the Sorinthians he says, “Be ye imi - 
tators of me, even as I also am of Christ." (First Sorinthi- 
ans XI:1.) To the Philippians he writes, “Let this mind be 
in you which was also in Shrist Jesus." (Philippians II:5.) 
He commends the Thessalonians, because they were imitators 
both of him and of Christ. (First Thessalonians 1I:6.)These 
passages indicate that before the eyes of St. Paul there was 
an objective and historical model to which he was ever turn- 


ing. When he speaks of Him that "knew no sin" (Second Corin- 
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thians V:21), when he reminds his readers that Christ 
pleased not himself (Romans XV:3). Can we possibly doubt 

the store of knowledge regurding our Lord which St. Paul had 
gathered up, and regarded as a most precious possession? It 
was from this store that he drew largely in his ethical 
teaching. Sabatier very well says in this connection, "St. 
Paul and the other apostles did not think of the teaching of 
Jesus as a collection of sayings, an external’ law, or written 
letter, to be constantly quoted. Christ was to them an im- 
manent and fertile principle." 

"We do not expect that St. Paul will present us with a 
complete ethic, to meet all the contingencies of life, but 
he does reveal the spiritual principle, working in himself, 
and in every one who enters into the new fellowship. The 
dnvitation of Christ'is the great watchword of the Christian 
ethic, but the phrase needs explanation. It does not meana 
servile following of Christ - an exact reproduction of His 
life. Imitation in that sense is impossible. Social condi- 
tions are entirely different today from what they were in 
Our Lord's time. The moral tasx of the Christian today is 
‘not to copy after Him, but to let His life take form in us, 
to receive His spirit and to make it effective.’ This St. 
Paul understood. He taught that in Jesus Christ we find 
our example, in Christ a new life. He Himself gives the 
life which He reveals and demands. That Christ may dwell in 


1 
Sabatier. Apostle Paul. P. 81. 
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your hearts by faith: it 1s in the answer to that prayer 
that we find the root of all true Christian morality." | 

We find also very striking similarity between Jesus 
and Paul when we come to the question of the Fatherhood of 
God. There is no doubt that Jesus's teaching on the Father- 
hood of God was in one sense unique. No parallel to Jesus's 
presentation of God as Father has been found in extra-Chris- 
tian literature. The term "Father" is indeed: applied to God 
here and there in the Old Testament. But in the Old Testa - 
ment it is usually in relation to the people of Israel that 
God is thought of as Father, rather than in relation to the 
individual. It is true, also, however, that in Jewish lit- 
erature outside of the Old Testament and in rabbinical sources 
the conception of God as Father ds not altogether absmt.But 
it appears comparatively seldom, and it lacks altogether the 
true content of Jesus's teaching. Despite all previous uses 
of the word "Father" as applied to God, Jesus was ushering 
in a new era when He taught His disciples to say, "Our Fa- 
Ber who art in Heaven." 

This conception of the Fatherhood of God appears in 
Paul in just the same way as in Jesus. In Paul, as well as 
in Jesus, it is not something to be turned to occasionally, 
on the contrary it is one of the constituent elements of 
the religious life. It is no wonder the words "God the Fa- 
me Speer regularly at the beginnings of the epistles. 


Sabatier. Apostle Paul. P. 8&1 and ff. 
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The Fatherhood of God in Paul is not something to be argued 
about or defended, it is altogether a matter of course. But 
the name "Father" applied to God in Paul is more than a 

bare title, it is the welling-up of the depths of the soul. 
"Abba, Father," on the lips of Paul's converts, was exactly 
the same not only in form but also in deepest import, as 

the word which Jesus first taught the disciples, when they 


Said, "Lord, teach us to pray." 
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But it is urged that when we study the letters of Paul 
we merely get the Christ of Paul's conception,- a subjective 
interpretation rather than a record. We have already seen 
that this is not entirely true, that very clear indications 
of the influence of the life and teachings of Jesus are seen 
in all Paul's letters. But let us agree that the epistles 
do simply give us Paul's conception of Jesus, - would this 
be a matter of regret? Rather is it not the. reverse? The 
interpretation of Jesus was of the first moment, and was 
inevitable as soon as men began to maxe Yim the burden of 
their message. Not Paul alone, but all the apostles, when 
they preached the gospel set forth their conception of 
Jgesus Christ. They could not do otherwise: and the remark- 
able thing is that they all did it in the same way. They 
are in perfect harmony in all the essential points of their 
message. 

There is a desire to get back, it is said, simply to 
the worship of the Nazarene, and.to the Sermon on the Miount, 
to give ear only to the gonkiv idylls and parables of the 
Galilean and Judean Hills. "Back to Jesus" is the popular 


' let us just rest 


ery today. "Away with Paul's epistles,’ 
on faith in the old Gospels. But such a popular misconcep- 
tion needs to be corrected, and it shewla be known that 

rightly interpreted Paul's letters do indeed take us "back 
to Jesus." If they have failed to take us back to Jesus,it 


is not the fault of Paul's letters, but the fault of men's 
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interpretation of those letters. Says Pfleiderer, "It must 
not be forgotten that the work of Paul presupposes as its 
indispensable basis the personal history of Jesus, without 
which basis it would be as a castle in the clouds." 

Our brief study then has led us to the conclusion that 
Paul undoubtedly believed in the earthly life of Jesus. But 
he did not stop there. As R. D. Shaw says, "He does not 
stop at Calvary, or at the empty tomb, or on the hilltop 
near Bethany. He sees Jesus crowned with glory and honor, 
living, exalted, reigning. And perhaps this is to some the 
front of his offending. He does not sadly and reverently 
close the record with the cross. He keeps the page open, be- 
Cause he believes that Christ will still inscribe upon it. 
He believes in short that the heavenly Lord fulfils His 
@arthly word. Christ manifests Himself, and the spirit 
whose activity He foretold and promised,taxes of the things 
that are His, and shows them unto men. Paul knows more be- 
cause guided by Him who guides unto all truth, he follows on 
to know. He declares the living Christ, revealed to him in 
the solemn experiences of his own soul, and in historic fact; 
and to the chariot wheels of this Savior, still travelling 
in the greatness of His strength, he enchains his life.” 

It is seen then that whilst the earthly life of Jesus 
was very real to Paul, it held a subordinate place in all 
his writings, for to him Christ was living in a far greater 


1 
R. D. Shaw. Introduction to Pauline Epistles. 
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and more glorious manner. Paul's conversion was really a 
great awakening to the consciousness of Jesus Christ's eter- 
nal presence, power and glory. That the Jesus whom he had 
persecuted had passed into the heavenly spheres, now to live 
and dwell in the hearts of men. So convinced was Paul of 
this fact, that he is prepared to become the slave of Christ. 
Jesus Christ was to him his Lord and Master. And it is very 
evident in reading Paul's letters that he finds it very hard 
to express in human terms and figures all that he had felt 
and experienced about the exalted Christ, to him so intimate 
was the relationship with Jesus Christ that he knew himself 
to be in Christ and Christ in him. Professor Deissmann tells 
us that Paul uses the phrase "in Christ" a hundred and sixty- 
four times in his Pereate And because of this wonderful 
intimacy between Christ and his followers, and between Christ 
and the whole creation, - vedeantiin was now possible. God 
was in Christ reconciling the wrold unto fimself. (Second Co- 
Finthians V: 18.) 

Thus Paul passes on from one figure to another, thinking 
of Jesus Christ as the second Adam, as the Head of the Church, 
as the Risen and Victorious Lord, trying to express what 
Jesus meant to the world and to His followers. 

May we not say that St. Paul's experience is the experi- 
ence of every Christian soul? The familiar phrase, through 
Jesus Christ Our Lord, states in a few words the process 

1 


Deissmann. "Paul," A Study of Social and Religious 
History. FP. 128. 


" JESUS OR PAUL." 5 


mM 


that takes place in every Christian life. There must first 
of all be the fact of Jesus, Jesus the son of Mary, Jesus 
who actually lived in Palestine. To speak of the exalted 
Christ without this background is to me almost nonsensical. 
To me Christ without Jesus would be void, as Jesus without 
Christ would be equally void. It is because I believe that 
Jesus Christ suffered under Pontus Pilate, was crucified, 
died and was buried, and that he rose again in some mysteri- 
Ous way, and now lives in the fulness of power, - that I am 
ready to acknowledge Him as The Christ, and to bow my head 
and say, "My Lord and my God." 

And this, I hold, has something of Paul's experience, 


and of course, in a far deeper degree. 


= i? Bedi lint of 


a achings of JesWWARitn avartcr to compulsion as 


= ne WE BEDE Se ei bite waaay 


4 e if y 
ac Baiuc en: a upenite 5 donde Mauris veb 199W oriT 


. noitsuiiaries bane 

y (fh vst RS FIO ps 4 eidbie ERE ee: pent 
pee week Cay church school curricutum : its purpose 
YG BSLAISAOS ePbnA 


e economic 2" ion in Jesus cay. 
Aoielugrrios of aq Biv eueol | to exnicoget ont 


9 92u) eri Baa beard inet fl aninaild ee. 


r. Aids bs Rridid et Hey 


‘Bhedieig waide Haire nywory ort 
Rau pi limsking eucplisventicisear yes 
| Siow awwe 


2uesiJo0 gonetemot-nb' sei ; 

ce scsi enltit ovode: inl iomd 
6 ranibes tit = 2S eels #1 Qi4 lode 
acetates hotiattioio6d 
Eee riogsD wiser Llagerniucdiss 


End of 


Jesus or Paul 


This title is preceded by 
The week day church school curriculum : its purpose 
and construction 
The economic situation in Jesus’ day 


And is continued by 
The teachings of Jesus with respect to compulsion as 
a means of establishing righteousness and the use of 
force in response to evil 


The growth of the Hebrew priesthood 
Certain phases of the religious problem in Modoc 
County California 


The non-resistance of Jesus 
Search by above titles on archive.org to 


continue reading this collection of Pacific 
School of Religion Theses from 1925 


call number Thesis Cage 1925 v.1 


